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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C, § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

Responsive to communication(s) filed on 22 May 2007 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) E3 Claim(s) 1-26 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) IEI Claim(s) 1-23 is/are allowed. 

6) E3 Claim(s) 24-26 is/are rejected. 
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8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 1-23 are allowed. 

The following is an examiner's statement of reasons for allowance. The amended claims 
feature the monitoring of a printing device connected to a network. An initial manufacturer and 
model of the printing device is stored. The location of the printing device is discovered, and the 
location is updated into a database. The system then queries the printing device for an identity of 
a manufacturer of the device. If the query is successful, the manufacturer of the device is 
updated into the database, where the initial manufacturer is replaced by the manufacturer 
received through the query. With the manufacturer identity, the printing device is queried for the 
model of the printing device, if the querying for the manufacturer identity was successful. If 
querying for the model identity was successful, the database is updated by replacing the initial 
model with the model that was received through the query. After updating the manufacturer and 
model in the database, a communication means is established for the printing device, according 
to the information in the database. The updated information is then sent to a second monitoring 
device through electronic mail. Because the updating constitutes replacing the initial 
manufacturer/model with a manufacturer/model supplied by the printing device, and that the 
information is sent to a second monitoring device through e-mail, it is believed that the claimed 
invention is novel. The examiner was unable to procure prior teachings of such features as 
claimed in the art by the amended claims and could not render said features obvious to one of 
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ordinary skill in the art, without the use of impermissible hindsight constructions. Additionally, 
Applicant's remarks regarding the claim amendments and the provided prior art references' 
deficiencies are persuasive, in that none of the references taken singly, or in combination, teach 
the newly claimed features. It is therefore the examiner's belief that the claimed invention does 
indeed possess novelty. 

Any comments considered necessary by applicant must be submitted no later than the 
payment of the issue fee, and to avoid processing delays, should preferably accompany the issue 
fee. Such submissions should clearly be labeled "Comments on Statement of Reasons for 
Allowance," 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 24-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Alsop (U.S. 
6,795,829) in view of Richman (U.S. 6,003,097) in further view of Lichtman (U.S. 5,819,107) in 
further view of Thorne (U.S. 5,832,191). 

As per claim 24, Alsop teaches a method for a monitoring device to establish 
communication for a printing device connected to a network, comprising: querying the printing 
device for an identity of a manufacturer and an identity of a model of the printing device 
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(column 7, lines 42-58). Alsop does not specifically teach that a communication means common 
to all printing devices is used in the absence of manufacturer and model information. Richman 
teaches the use of a common driver in the absence of specific information, namely manufacturer 
and model information (column 6, lines 1-10; column 37, line 59 - column 38, line 10; column 
50, line 64 - column 51, line 16; where the obtainment of the model takes place after the 
obtainment of the manufacturer, and if the model querying is not successful, a compatible 
manufacturer configuration is used); and establishing a communication means for the device 
using a communication means that is particular to the model of the printing device if the 
querying of the printing device identified both the manufacturer and the model of the device 
(Abstract; figure 4c; column 30, lines 58-67; where the specific driver is used when there is no 
deficiency of information). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to include the use of a common driver in the absence of a specific driver, 
and to configure with the proper driver when all information is present, as taught by Richman in 
the system of Alsop. The motivation to combine teachings lies in the fact that Richman would 
allow for the situation in which the specific information is not found, but this need not stall the 
function of the device, and in the event that specific information is found, the configuration 
process can proceed normally. Both inventions are from the same field of endeavor, namely the 
configuration of peripheral components. Alsop-Richman does not specifically teach the use of 
communications means common to all printing devices of the manufacturer if the model is not 
identified. Lichtman teaches the use of a driver compatible to a manufacturer or type, in the 
absence of more specific information, in a hierarchical fashion (column 4, lines 50-53; column 5, 
lines 8-60). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
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invention to include the ability to have a driver compatible to the manufacturer of the device, in 
the event more specific information is not found, as taught by Lichtman in the system of Alsop- 
Richman. The motivation for doing so lies in the fact that allowing for an intermediate solution 
in which certain information is found, such that it may advantageously be used, would allow for 
better operation of the system, such that the system would function better with the intermediate 
solution, rather than the situation in which no information (manufacturer or model) was found. 
All inventions are from the same field of endeavor, namely the configuration of peripheral 
devices. Alsop-Richman-Lichtman teaches the use of the database information to configure the 
peripheral printers, which may include the establishing of a communication method, but does not 
specifically teach the establishment of communication means for the printing device. Thorne 
teaches the establishment of communication means for the printers (Abstract). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to specifically include 
the configuration of communication for the printers as taught by Thorne in the system of Alsop- 
Richman. The motivation for doing so lies in the fact that the specific inclusion of 
communication would have to exist for the invention to have utility. All systems are from the 
same field of endeavor, namely the configuration of peripheral devices. 

Claims 25 and 26 are rejected under Alsop-Richman-Lichtman-Thorne on the same bases 
as claim 24, as the instant claims disclose limitations similar to those of claim 24. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed on May 22, 2007 have fully been considered. 
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a. As a result, claims 1-23 are allowed. 

b. Arguments regarding claims 24-26 are respectfully traversed by the new grounds of 
rejection. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tanim Hossain whose telephone number is 571/272-388 1 . The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 am - 5 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jason Cardone can be reached on 571/272-3933. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR.- Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Conclusion 



Tanim Hossain 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2145 




